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S I R, 


N compliance with your requeſt, I have read, in a curſory. 

manner, the Addreſs to the Public, which you ſent me, written 

in reply to the Obſervations lately printed, in ſavour of the 
new-intended Canal from Slourbridge to Morceſter. As you wiſh 
to know my ſentiments relative to this pretended anſwer, I wil} 
_ endeavour to ſtate them in as clear a manner as poſſible, by ſending 
to you ſuch reflections as occurred to me during an haſty peruſal of 
it. Had I given it a more attentive reading, and paid a minute 
attention to every diſtinct aſſertion in it, I am confident that 1 
might have greatly extended my remarks ; but thoſe few which 
more immediately ſtruck me on the firſt reading of it, will, I truſt, 
be ſufficient to explain my opinion, and fully prove that it is writ- 
ten in ſuch a manner as will promote, with all impartial perſons, 
that very ſcheme which it was intended to injure and defeat. 


From the firſt paragraph of the addreſs, it ſeems to be infinuated 
that the motive which induced the proprietors of the Staffordſhire 
and Worceſterſhire Canal to hazard their fortunes in that © precarious 
undertaking,” was to connect the ſea-ports of Briſtol, Liverpoc!, 
and Hull, with the large manufacturing towns of the midland coun- 
ties. Notwithſtanding which, this writer proceeds, in the next page, 
to aſſert, that their © principal view” was to bring coals into their 
Canal, by certain branches from the contiguous mines, which 
branches, nevertheleſs, he at the ſame time acknowledges, had 
no exiſtence till ſome years after. The ſact indeed is true; but 
little to the credit of his aſſertion: for the Birmingham Candi 
was poſterior to their undertaking by 4 hear, and that of 

| | Stour orid:'e 


Stcurbridge by ten; fo that it is perfectly ridiculous to affirm that 
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theſe non-entities were the chief inducement they had to hazard 
their fortunes when firſt they projected their plan, and applied 
for leave to carry it into execution. Beſides, when a bill was 
preſented to Parliament for the making of this ſecond branch, 


which they pretend to have had in view from the very beginning 


of their undertaking, theſe gentlemen gave it every oppoſition in 
their power; and at laſt obtained that it ſhould only be granted 
to the petitioners under the moſt burthenſome conditions. 


When the Stourbridge Canal act was about to paſs, and the gen- 
rlemen of the Staffordſhire and Worceſterſhire Canal foreſaw that it 
was not in their power utterly to prevent it, they prevailed that the 
words cited in italics by this writer in the 5th page of his pamphlet, 
ſhould be inſerted in that act; thus hoping to have that title, if 


poſſible, recogniſed, to which they before had no juſt pretenſion. 


This was doubtleſs an artful and deep laid ſcheme, the intent and 


aim of which it was not ealy at that time preciſely to determine : 


but the event has proved, that it was inſidious and unfair. And it 
is really ſurpriſing that they ever ventured to point out to the notice 


of the public a ſimilar manceuvre. 


Through the whole of this affair, their policy and intereſted views 


tem to have been far more conſpicuous than either their veracity or 
their integrity. When they had obtained, by this lucky contin- 
gency, a valuable coal trade, which they before could not poſſibly 


have thought of, it was natural to do their beſt endeavours to pre- 


vent all other coal mines from ſharing with them in the Severn mar- 


ket, and this for a very important reaſon; as the Bilſton coals tra- 
velled 25 miles on their canal, and paid three ſhillings and three 


halfpence tonnage * upon every ton to Srourport. 


It muſt alſo be remarked, that although the Dudley and Stour- 


bridge mines had, from time immemorial, ſupplied the ſalt-works 


at Droitwich, and a very extenſive country, excluſive of all others, 
before the Birmingham canal introduced coals into the Staffordſpire 


and Morcgſecrſpire Cut; yet when the Proprietors of the Stourbridge 


and Dudley mines applied to Parliament to obtain an Act for a new 


communication, which might enable them to participate only in 


that trade which had formerly been their own, they met with the 
ſtrongeſt oppoſition from this Company, which exerted all its in- 
fluence to compel them to conſent to an heavy clauſe, which im- 


Poſed one halfpenny per ton per mile more than the legiſlature had 


originally granted them, and more than was paid on any other part 
of their canal; ſo that the Act was granted only with this condition, 
equally injurious both to the Public and to the Petitioners. Yet, 
not content with this advantage over the Stourbridge Mines, they 
ſhortly after made an order to reduce their tonnage eight-pence per 
ton, not belween Autkherly and the Severn, as is falſely affirmed, 

At three-half pence per ton per mile upon every ton to Hourport. 88 
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Page 6, but partzally between Autherly and Stourton only, vide the plan, 
where the Stourbridge Canal enters that of Staffordſbire and Worteſter- 
ſhire; leaving the Stourbridge and Dudley coals charged with the whole 
two- pence per ton per mile, which they had impoſed when the Stour- 
bridge Canal firſt opened. Neither has this writer truly ſtated the price 
of coals at theſe laſt mentioned mines; for he affirms, that the Heu- 
bridge coal produces at the mines a receipt of four ſhillings per ton ; 
but he ſhould have noticed, that near half the rata in theſe collieries, 
being common or glaſs-houſe coal, is fold for two ſhillings and 
four-pence, or two ſhillings and ſix-pence only per ton, although 
it coſts as much labour to raiſe as does the beſt and moſt valuable 
coal; ſo that the average price of the coals which are taken from 
theſe pits, ought ſcarcely to be eſtimated at more than three ſhil- 
lings and two-pence per ton; and of this he could not poſlibly be 
ignorant. h | „„ 


In order to ſtate this in its proper light, it will be neceſſary to 
obſerve, that the Commiſſioners appointed by the Staflordſbire and 
Worceſterſhire Canal act were, by the clauſe inſerted in the Stour- 
bridge bill, made the arbitrators between the two companies. As they 
were perſons of property and diſintereſted views, acting under the 
ſolemn engagement of an oath, it was with reaſon expected, that. 

conſcious 27 the importance of the truſt repoſed in them, they 
would do juſtice to either party: and this truſt they have ever faith- 
fully diſcharged. Upon the opening of the Stourbridge Canal, about 
five years ago, they agreed to confirm an order of the S;affordſhire and 
Worceſterſpire company to reduce their tonnage eight-pence per ton 
on coals as far as Stourton. For two years this ſcheme was tried, but its 
ruinous effects to one of the companies were ſpredily noticed; for, 
in the ſpace of one year, no more than 844 tons 9 cwt. were ſent to 
Stourport from the Stourbridge and the Dudley Mines, whereas from 
Autberly were ſent 71,158 tons and upwards; and the ſccond year, 
in which the partial reduction continued, were ſeat through the ſame 
place 66,268 tons. 5 ; 


In conſequence of this, the Commiſſioners, being called together 
on the 19th of March, 1782, by the Staffordſbire and [Porcefter- 
Hire Company, refuſed, with an impartiality that does them ho- 
nour, to give any further ſanction to this unequitable reduction, 
which operated ſo ſtrongly againſt the Stourbridge and Dudley coals, 

and rendered almoſt uſelefs theſe two Canals, upon which no leſs 
than 60,0001. had been expended. Indeed it was not difficult to 
foreſee, that when this ſcheme was fully accompliſhed, the Staf- 
ferdſbire and Worceſterſhire Proprietors would, in all 1 
have again advanced their tonnage upon the Public; for this the 
Act of Parliament impowered them to do, without any application 
to the Commiſſioners. And it may not be improper to notice in 
this place, that the meeting of the 19th of March was both nume- 
rous and reſpectable; and that no fewer than fifty-four Commiſ- 
fioners, a very large majority of the aſſembly, ſigned their poſitive 
diſſent from this partial reduction, the ruinous effects of which 
were ſo evidently manifeſt, * 7 Fi 
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o far, however, was this from operating againſt the ſale of the 
coals coming into the Stefferdſhire Canal at Autherly, that they 
received at Antberly, in the year 1782, no lets than 79,584 tons, 


9 cwt. which is more by 13,316 tons, 9 Cwt. than they received the 


preceding year. From this ſtatement it appears, that what they 
aſſert in the ſecond paragraph of their 7th page, about the decreaſe 
of their ſale, is utterly void of truth; ſince the very year after the 
partial reduction was, by order of the Commiſſioners, diſcontinueg, 
the advantage was ſtill fo greatly in their favour. An attempt this 
to impole upon the Public, which deſervedly claims their notice. 


It is not my inten on to follow the author of the addrefs through 
all the fallacies whici he has fo induſtriouſly thrown together to 
miſlead the judgment of his readers; but it may be neceffary to 

int out a few of the moſt material of his affected flips, as they 
could not proceed from ignorance in an affair wherein he either had 
in his THon, or might eaſily have procured, the proper means 
of information. Thus he affirms, page 7, that the Steurbridge 
Canal Proprietors have power to reduce © the tonnage upon coals In 
favour of mines lying at the extremity of their Canals.” Whereas the 
bare inſpection of the Act of Parliament to which he appeals, 


moit evidently ſhews, that they are inveſted with no ſuch povrer.— 
In the ſame page he /rewdly alſo obſerves, that Canals are granted 


by Parliament, not for private, but for public advantage. — This is 
not denied, nor was ever called in queſtion. But in what inſtance 


did the individual ever enjoy a comfortable dividend, unleſs the 
Public was benefited by his ſcheme ?—Their advantages muſt be 


mnuuial, and are dependent on each other, as was fairly ſtated in the 


Oc j/ervatiens on the intended Vorcſter Canal, page 24 and 25, to 
which, therefore, to avoid unneceſſary repetitions, I muſt beg leave 


to reſer. 


What is called a compenſation tonnage to the Birmingham Canal 
Company, page 8, 1s only an averaze price paid them for all coals 
paſſing on their Canal, inſtead of ſo much per ton per mile. By 
this regulation, the produce of thoſe mines which lie at the greateſt 
ciiſtance from the junction of the Daley and Birmiazham Canals, 
cen fo far as eleven miles, will, inſtead of 15s. 4. d. pay only 9d. 


the ſame as the coals which come from thoſe mines which are con- 


$124008 ta the ſaid junftion.---If any perſon had a right to com 

plain of this regulation, it was ſurely the noble Lord, whole intereſts 

were peculiarly affected by it, as his mines are immediately border- 

ing upon the ſpot where the above mentioned Canals unite. But 
i» far was he from preferring his own private emolument to the 

;encral advantage of the Public, that he readily conſented that the 

produce even of the moſt diſtant collieries on the Birmiagham Ca- 

aal, ſhould come into the Severn market upon the faireſt and moſt 

equitable terms; thus enſuring to the Public, by this competition, 

a large as well as cheap ſupply of that neceſſary commodity. Yet 

even this generous conduct has been miſinterpreted, and repreſented 

as highly injurious to the Shropſbire collieries ; and fuch an inſinu- 
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ation was not unwarily ſuggeſted. For it is but equitable that 
thoſe vrho have made it their ſt: ady to inliſt in the ſervice of their 
on ſcheme the Proprietors of theſe collieries, ſhould ever appear 
7ealous in their cauſe: although there is little doubt but they will 
become a ſacrifice as ſoon as the intereſt they have joined may find 
it their advantage to abandon them. 


rg 


That the very imperfect and precarious navigation of the Sever , 


between Stourpert and Worceſter, renders another mode of con- 
veyance neceſiary, is an uncontroverted fact; but that the © new 
Projectors,“ as this writer inceſſantly affects to call them, have any 


intention to impede the improvement of the Severn navigation above 
Worcefter, is an aſſertion devoid of truth, though he has not ſcrupled 


to affirm, that they have even avowed this to be their motive. It 
neither is the motive nor intention (at preſent) of the promoters of the 
Morceſter Canal, although it may cafiiv be conjectured that there are 


other intereſts that this attempt will moſt materially injure, which 
will naturally watch over every :mpreper or imprudent meaſure that 


the Shropſhire gentlemen may have been ne to art, and 


which may prove ſo ruinous even to em. 


Be this however as it may, the trade is now ; confeſſedly uncer- 
tain and precarious. Two ways, therefore, will always inture to the 


Public the moſt decided advantage. One of theſe, by means of the 
intended Canal, will at leaft be certain, whatever be the iſſue of 


the other, ſhould the attempt upon the Severn take place. If this 


latter ſcheme ſucceeds, both as to the paſſing of the Bill, and the 
completion of the project, it will little affect the intereſt of the 


new Projectors.” But, if it unfortunately fails, when attempted 


to be realiſed, the Public will then be reduced to the greateſt dii- 


treſs, and be deprived even of all thoſe tew advantages, which, pre- 
carious as they are, are ſtill preferable to that te oral ſtagnation of 
commerce which they muit experience, ſhould the Proprictors of 
the intended Canal be diſappointed in obtaining their petition. 
This is a conſideration which will always greatly weigh in favour of 
their propoſed plan! Moreover, a allowing the alteration in the Sev2ru 
all the merit to which the abettors of it pretend a claim, it will yer be 
only an imperfect ſcheme ; for thar reaſon only, that it is deſigned to 
reach no further than 7: orcefter Whereas the avowed intention of 
the promoters of the new Canal is to *inprove the Severn alſo briow 
the city, by removing the moit con{ide able ſhoals, which would 
ſtill remain a troubleſome obſtruction to th trade which falls down 
that river, and all the extenſi c branches with which it commun 

cates. 


The ſtatement which this writer has introduced, Page 10, 11, and 
12 of his Addrefs, is ſo glaringly falſe, that m tits not a ſerious 
confutation. Suffice it to {ay, in reply to ai! this affected accuracy, 


that all coals will be delivered at Merceſter, at the lame price neariy, 


that they are now delivered at Steurport. by this means the freight 
berween theſe two 2 which is ſrom 1s. 94. to 38. according 
o 
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to the depth of water, will be entirely ſaved to the Public. The 
m_ advantages alſo which will thence accrue to the country 
through which it is intended to paſs, and which now has no accels 
to any Canal, are too obvious to be unnoticed. Indeed the writer 
of the Addreſs has aſſerted, that it is to run merely © parallel“ 
throughout its whole extent, either to the Szaffordfpire and Morceſter- 
ire Canal, or to the River Severn. But he probably was 1gno- 
rant of the meaning of this word ; and, conſidering ſome of his 
other curious manœuvres, it is wonderous that he did not in his 


map inſert it equi-diſtant in every part from this Canal and River, 


although it recedes in one place from it near fourteen mules : A not- 
able ſpecimen of the regard he has for that Public, which, not- 
withſtanding all his profeſſions, he is ever making it his ſtudy to 


| nuſlead. 


As to the article of © diſtances,” he is rather cautious in his 


| ſtatement of them. By Autherly, ſays he, it © is rather more than 


by the Dudley and Stourbridge Canals.” The expreſſion is modeſt ; 


but he ſhould have added in a note, that by rather more, he meant 


to convey an idea of its being nearly one third part further. And 
vill this third part create but a very ſinall difference in freight, as 


| he infinuates, page 21, without taking notice either of time or 
| tonnage? What may be the caſe when the River is improved, if 


their improvement meets the approbation of the Land-holders, if 
their perition is preſented to Parliament, if it paſſes agreeably to 


their wiſhes, if it can be executed according to their promiſes, 


which might with eaſe be controverted, I know not. But in its pre- 


ſent ſtate, the diſadvantages ariſing from this precarious navigation 


are lamentable and notorious, as appears from page 19 of the Ob- 
ſervations; and the diſcerning part of thoſe whom this trade con- 
_ eerns, will ſcarce be induced to oppoſe the intended Canal by the 


bare pelſible advantages, accompanied with paſſible ruin, which the 
improvement of the Severn ſeems to hold forth. | 


We are next aſſured, that the Dudley Canal had only, and that of 
Stourbridge, principally in view, the trade of coals. Are not their 
glaſs and iron manufactures of the greateſt moment? Is the ne- 
ceſſary and extenſive manufacture of nails to be entirely omitted in 
the account ? And does not the facility of procuring coals render 
this neighbourhood the moſt proper ſcat for theſe works, of the ut- 
moſt importance to the community? To theſe we might have 


added the quantities of white clay and lime with which it abounds. 


But our addreſſer is equally cautious and unfair in all his ſtatements. 


As for their want of water, it is a well known fact, that during the 


laſt dry ſummer they had water to carry twice the burden of thoſe 
who paſſed the ſo-much-famed Stafordſbire Canal, although 
this very water was ſuffered to fall into that Canal, in aid of 
their own moſt ſcanty ſupply. But ſhould the intended Worceſter 
Canal take place, the water thus thrown away on this ungenerous 
Society, may either be eaſily raiſed up again for their own uſe, and 
thereby render their reſources ſuperior to the moſtextended trade, or 
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it may be turned into the River Stour, to the great advantage of 
the valuable works which are ſituated thereon. 


Hence although the writer of the Addreſs has poſitively affirmed, 
that the Stourbridge Canal is greatly injured for want of ſufficient 
water to carry on the trade; it is an aſſertion notoriouſly falſe. And he 
| likewiſe added, that it yields an handſome income to the Com- 
pany:” Whereas the fact really is, that they never hitherto have 
received a ſingle farthing dividend upon their money. How well 
informed this gentleman muſt be, is hence apparent! 


In the laſt paragraph of the 14th page, it is moſt confidently 
_ aſſerted, that the Proprietors of the above mentioned Canals, the 
owners of mines which lie contiguous to them, and the Company 
which has contracted for their coals, are the promoters of the Wor- 
ceſter Canal. Does this viſionary writer think that the public will 
give him credit for this, as well as other his unſupported allegations 
and ſurmiſes? The Company of Contractors, which he thus hauls 
in to ſupport his fanciful aſſertions, has no exiſtence but in his own 
fertile imagination. And it is moreover a well-known fact, that moſt 
of the chiet patrons and promoters of the intended Canal, are uncon- 
cerned with the ſucceſs or failure of any exiſting canals, and are 
far ſuperior to ſuch partial and ſelfiſh views as the addreſſer ſeems 
deſirous to fix upon them. But little minds are ever apt to 
GE the deſigns of others by their own narrow and fallacious 
ſtandard. „ 1 


In pages 15 and 16, certain minutes are printed in italics, for 
the purpoſe, evidently, of introducing the word exclufion, which 
has been diſcovered in the regiiter of the navigation office ia 
Birmingham. That this word was ever u/2d, is poſitively denied; 
although it was inadvertently entered into the minutes. Indeed it 
would have been abſurd to ule it in a place where it could carry no 
ſenſe at all; for there could not poſſibly be any excluſion, as long as the 
Severn remains open to the Shrepſhire trade, and their coals could be 
fold as low as they will be rendered by the new conveyance.. 
Preference was the only word which then was mentioned ; and the 
Public will always give the preference to that market where it can be 
| beſt and cheapeſt ſerved. This obſervation was equally natural and 
juſt. If the Shropſhire coal miners cannot come to market with the 
ſame advantages to the Public, as the Staffordſbire miners can, this 
will, at leaſt, be the reſult with reſpe& to the community at large, 
that one country will have a cheap and inexhauſtible ſupply of 
coals, and the great iron works in Shropſhire will not be deprived 
of the advantage of having, at a fair rate, a commodity ſo eſſentially 
_ neceſſary to the carrying on of their own manufaftures. The pro- 
moters of the new Canal are taxed, indeed, by the writer of this 
Addreſs, with aiming to engroſs the whole Weſtern demand of 
coal, and ſomething ® ſtudies to infinuate about monopoly: But 
if ſupplying every market down * Severn with ſo eſſential an ar- 
ticle 
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&cle as coals, in a cheaper and better manner than they have hither. 
to enjoyed, is conſtrued a © monopoly,” it is at leaſt a monopoly 
devoutly to be wiſhed in every market throughout the kingdom. 
To this charge, therefore, the promoters of the new Canal are con- 
. rented to plead guilty, and put themſelves upon their country, to 
ſtand a trial for having, at the hazard of their own fortunes, en- 
deavoured to benefit it in ſo ſignal a manner. 


It is urged, page 16, that the intended Worcęſter Canal has 
been conducted ſecretly. In reply to this it will be ſufficient to 
obſerve, that it was publickly advertiſed ſix different times in the 
Morceſter Journal, viz. January 6, 13, 20, 27, and February 3, 
and 10, 1785; three times in the Glouceſter paper, and three times 
in that of Birmingham ; and that 1300 hand-bills, copies of the 
ſaid advertiſement, were diſtributed about. In theſe the deſign 
andl nature of the undertaking were ſet forth: The plan was exhi- 
bited at the Bell Inn in Worceſter, on Wedneſdays and Saturdays, 
during fix weeks; and, by the ſame advertiſement, all parties con- 
cerned were publicly called upon to examine both the plan and 
ſurvey, in order to render it as perfect as poſlible ; and that every 
one might be enabled to patronize or oppoſe the undertaking, or to 
ſuggeſt ſuch improvements or alterations as might be judged neceſ- 
fary to the ſcheme. Is this afting in a ſecret and clandeſtine man- 
ner? Surely words muſt have loſt their original meaning! and 
the ingenious writer of the Addreſs ſhould, in juſtice to the Public, 
have firſt defined his terms, before he preſumed to depart fo far 

from their uſual acceptation. Pod, . 


As for all his ſcare- crow ſuggeſtions about pretended injuries, 
which individuals may ſuſtain for want of proper information, it is 
well known that the ſtanding rules of Parliament invariably ſecure 
in all ſuch caſes, to every land-owner and occupier, a ſufficient 
know of as much as is their concern. And that the under- 

takers of the new Canal have © publiſhed a pam in defence 
of their” ſcheme, is admitted by the writer himſelf. Had he but 
peruſed that little pamphlet with impartiality and attention, he 
would eaſily have been convinced, not only that it was an under- 
taking of manifeſt utility to the Public, but that every poſſible 
attention was likely to be paid to the intereſts of all ſuch indivi- 
duals as it could poſſibly in any degree affect. Yet, in reply to 
theſe obſervations, he has oppoſed nothing but general declamation, 
aſſertions hazarded without any grounds, which he is here called - 

upon to prove, and the moſt palpable miſtatements both of facts 


and motives. 


Indeed, it is apparent that his quotations from the pamphlet 
which he pretends to confute * nerally as unfaithful as his 
ſtatement of the caſe is illuſory and falſe; for he poſitively aſſerts, 
that the writer of the Obſervations had affirmed that neither the 
Petition of the Staffordſbire and Worcefterſhire Company, nor the 
| Preamble of their bill, ſtates the advantage of coal, nor of any other 
1 commodity 
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commodity whatever : Whereas it is evident that he never advanced 
the leaſt word which appears like this aſſertion. Perhaps he may 
think to ſcreen his miſrepreſentation on this occaſion by a ſuppoſed 
ſimilarity of reaſoning, which might equally be applied to other 
merchandiſe as well as coal: But no principle, 1 am ſure, can juſ- 
tify this glaring impoſition, which he has here endeavoured to palm 
upon his readers. Nor is it more true that it was there aſſerted, 

that no mention of coals was ever made in their “ Bill.” It 15 

merely ſaid in the obhſervations, publiſhed in favour of the intended 
Canal, that nothing relative to coals was mentioned in their 
« petition,” or in the © preamble to their Bill;“ and there it 
ſurely was that their motives ſhould naturally be introduced, if any 
ſuch they had in view. If coals were indeed their chief induce- 
ment, from any extraordinary inſight they may pretend to have 
had into the contingencies of future days, they offered an inſult to 
Parliament by not expoling the firſt and chief of their motives; fo 
that in every light, the deep-laid ſcheme which they now pretend 
to, redounds but little to their honour: But ſuch pretenſions as 
theſe will rather excite the indignation and contempt, than the pro- 
tection and favour of the Legiſlature. 3 N 


It is true that in the Bill itſelf they mention coals; ſo alſo do 
they mention lime-ſtone, iron ſtone, &c. which proves that it was 
only there introduced as a word of courſe, without any deſign or 

view; for neither lime nor iron ſtone were ever expected to come 
down their Canal, ſince they are not found upon any part of their 
line. Moreover, where they really are mentioned in the firſt in- 
ſtance, it was merely to reſerve them as the property of the land- 
owner, if they ſhould perchance be met with in cutting that Canal; 
a form and clauſe which is ever inſerted in ſimilar grants. In ſhort, 
the ſame appears from the very plan which is annexed to the 
Addreſs; for upon the line of their own Canal they have not dared 
to ve the word Coals in one ſingle inſtance, as well appriſed 
that it was from the beginning very unlikely that any ſhould there 
be found; whereas, by ſome ſtrange overſight (and truth will 
ſometimes unexpectedly emerge from the midſt of darkneſs) the 
word © Coals” is, with great propriety, placed upon the borders of 
the Birmingham, Dudley and Stourbridge Canals, in no leſs than 
fourteen places. 15 


Another inſtance of our Author's veracity appears, pape 19, 
when he affirms, firſt, That the writer of the Oßſervations has ſaid, 
that © wears will make the water paſs off too rapidly, and leave 

the river dry; and ſecondly, That in page 14 of the ſame work, 
he propoſes ** That very method to improve the ſhallows below 
Worceſter.” Both theſe affertions are equally abſurd and falſe : falſe, 


as appears from the pamphlet itſelf, where nothing of this is ſaid ; 
and laughably abſurd at the ſame time, as every one muſt know 


whoſe ideas are not ſo confuſed as thoſe of our author, who ſeems 
to think, that the ing of the river's bed can with propnety 
be ſtiled a Lock or Wear, 


In - 


T 


Xx. 


In page 21, this writer has inadvertently mentioned the plan 


which he has prefixed to his pamphlet. This was rather an im- 
prudent reference ; for the ſlighteſt view of it muſt ſhew how un- 
fair the gentlemen of the Staffordſbire Canal have been in the ſtate- 
ment of their oppoſition to the new ſcheme. Leſt the Public ſhould 
immediately ſee the great advantages which the new Worcefter Ca- 


al holds forth, they have omitted in their draught not only the 


Canal from Birmingham to Faſeley, which ſo immediately connects 
it with the ports of Hull, Gainſborough, &c. but alſo the Thames and 


Severn navigation, throu 


at the different towns down the Severn. 


A” cannot, in this place, omit to notice a conſideration, which muſt 
be obvious to every reflecting perſon. The Stroudwater, Thames and 


| Severn Canals, from the Severnthrough Stroud to Cirenceſter, Lechlade, 
and the whole country bordering upon it, at preſent totally deſtitute 
of any natural ſupply of coals, will occaſion a new conſumption, 
for which a ſufficient and regular proviſion muſt be made; ſince 


according to this immenſe increaſe of conſumers, ſo alſo will the 


demand for this neceſſary commodity be proportionably augmented. 
It is therefore requiſite that new reſources ſhould be opened and 


encouraged : and theſe can ſcarcely be too much multiplied. A plen- 
tiful and conſtant ſupply muſt be ſomewhere found; or elſe, not 


only the countries bordering upon the above mentioned Canals 


will be frequently in the greateſt want, but even the preſent mar- 
kets will find themſelves moſt materially injured. Diſtreſſed as 
they often are even now for coals, and paying for them occaſionally 


a moſt enormous price, what will be their ſituation when the ſcanty 

ſupply which they can ſcarce procure at preſent for their own con- 
| ſumption, muſt be parcelled out to a variety of new conſumers, 
rather to make them ſenſible of their wants, thafi to relieve them ? 


If then, the ſcheme which is now propoſed ſhould not take place,. 
and if the improvement of the Severn, as it is called, ſhould not ſuc- 


ceed, as there are but too many reaſons to conjecture, the public will 
certainly be left in a moſt unfortunate ſituation ; precluded not only 


from thoſe benefits which th intended Werceſter Canal would have 
procured, but even deprived of thoſe few advantages of which it is 
already in poſſeſſion. Indeed, if the intended Worcefter Canal Bill 


ſhould actually paſs, it is no improbable ſurmiſe, that the petition 
for the © improvement” of the Severn will be no longer urged. Out 


of a ſpirit of oppoſition, there ſeems to be at preſent a mighty 


faction raiſed againſt it; but even ſhould their petition be favour- 
ably received in both Houſes, as well as that for the new Canal, it 
is far from being certain that their boaſted ſcheme will ever be re- 

duced to practice, as it confeſſedly owes its riſe to the ſpirited 

exertions which have been lately made in favour of the new con- 
cern, and would never have been thought of unleſs, this advanta- 
grous navigation had been propoſed. | 


About the reduction of tonnage enough has been already ſaid, to 


evince that both the Proprietors of the Dudley and Stourbridge 


Canals, 


which a trade for coal may be reaſon- 
ably expected, equal to, if not greater, than the quantity already ſold 
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